



Mew Jersey Law Journal 

























































































































































armack MpXVI—No. 12 NEWARK, N. J., THURSDAY, MARCH 25, 1943 6 NIL J. Index Page 105 Copy: Ten Cents 
ipping 
..pigests Of Recent Opinio Aboliti fC l Fees | 
og PINIONS | Current Decision olition of Counsel Fees In 
rman 
—_f§s — CONSTRUCTION —/For petition of Caroline M. Dol- W k ? C } 
S'evewlihere the testator bequeathed! match: Alexander M. Gold-| ADOPTION — CHILDREN— orkmen S omp ensation 
\yers Jghis wife “3 mortgages, one) finger. Adopted child not entitled to , . 
the following property”| Egan. V. C. share in trust corpus in sub- By Joseph Butt of Elizabeth those in which the offer is made 
Beka yp anc on the date of the! This is an application to va- stitution for his mother as| f° the purpose of guidance sometime between the fling of 
) and on his death, he had@|cate an order permitting Caro- her “lawiel feene.” and clarity, the preliminary|the answer and the time when 
p mortgages covering that/line M. Dolmatch to intervene in| STATUTE (R. S. 1937, 9:3-9)— Ses SB eeee See Sele chee memes “senty” tet 
perty, circumstances proved|this cause. It was entered ex| Ordains that an adopted child writer does not advocate the/trial. These three groupings will 
im ale get the bequest carried both| parte without notice to com-| “shall not be capable of tak- abolition of counsel fees for pet-jbe considered in order. 
. rigaces. plainants or defendants. On Oc-| ing property expressly limited itioners’ attorneys in Workmen’s| Cook v. Central R. R. Co. of 
30° em MBancery of New Jersey. tober 23, 1942. an order was en- to the heirs of the body of Compensation cases. On the!N. J., 122 N. J. L. 405, 5 A. (2d) 
een Bertha Clauss, Com-|tered directing that “any stock- adopting parents or parent, contrary, I naturally and logic-/488 (Sup. Ct. 1939), affirmed 
inant, and Caroline Clauss] holder who wishes to intervene| nor property coming from the ally feel that they are entitled|without opinion in 124 N. J. L. 
ide, ndividually, etc., De-|in said suit and contribute to| collateral kindred of such|*® "e#Sonable counsel fees for|126, falls into the first class. In 
dan‘ ' the expense thereof may do so adopting parent or parents by their services. However, there|that case the employer, prior to 
ru h 8, 1943. by seasonable petition to the right of representation. are certain decisions which| the filing of the petition, offered 
m!-erlngicompiainant: Parsons, La-|Chancellor for an order allow- ISSUE—Signifies, prima facie, operate as a partial or total|to pay the decedent’s represent- 
Al cair pet’ nd Borden (Theodore| ing such intervention”. In No- “heirs of the body.” abolition of counsel fees, and it|ative the precise amount of 
Parsons). ! vember 1942, notice of this or-|—Is Synonymous with descend is these adjudications which|compensation to which he was 
. defendant: Mitchell T.|qger was published in several ants. In its primary, technical have prompted the writing of|entitled under the Workmen’s 
pdley. newspapers. sense it signifies grandchildren this article. Compensation Act. It was held 
— —iow, \ C. On January 14, 1943, the peti- and all remoter descendants, The problem centers around|that an attorney who proceeds 
ohel late Frederick Clauss, by tioner filed her petition to inter-| and the distribution is per the interpretation and applica-|to litigate in face of such-an of- 
irser [pil, gave to his wife certain|yene which recites that “Peti- capita and not per stirpes. tion of that part of Revised|fer is not entitled to a counsel 
: stat and— tioner is the beneficial owner! WILLS —CONSTRUCTION—IN- Statutes 34:15-64 which provid-|fee on the ground that the stat- 
; Also 3 mortgages, one ON] ang holder of 100 shares of Class TENTION — Canons of con |&* 25 follows: utory limitation is applicable. At 
following property: located| — Common Stock of R. J. Rey-| struction are in aid of the| —- - - When, however, prior to|page 406 the court stated: 
avton the n/e corner Of Union| nolds Tobacco Company, one of testamentary intent, and they) 2?”Y hearing compensation has| «fn respondent’s answer to the 
and Route 36 in the name | the defendants herein. which have no bearing where the been offered or paid, the rea- petition of July 2d, we find the 
gre Frederick Schober and those | shares are registered in the testator’s design is declared by sonable allowance for attorney following: ‘The respondent ad- 
ue gine names of Robert Smith| name of H. Hentz & Co.” Upon| the will. fee shall be based upon only that| mits compensation is payable to 
a p Ea 9 Lawler in the Bor-| this recital rests her right to|—The intention disclosed by the, ?@tt of oe judgment or award| the widow and son of the deced- 
es Beh Union Beach. intervene. will in its entirety controls |" ©XCess of the amount of com-/ent and all other allegations 
the date of the will, and at) Tye complainants question the] phraseology which, taken|Pensation theretofore offered or| contained in the petition. It has 
illever MBdeath, testator owned | ¢iciency of this petition. They| alone, would have a definite|P2id . . .” been ready and willing at all 
= age made by Smith, argue that the petitioner ad- legal meaning. It seems Clear that an offer of times to pay the compensation 
f Her made by Lawler and mittedly is not the owner of rec-| New Jersey Court of Errors and compensation may be made at|prescribed . . . and will begin 
- Kigined two mortgages made ord of the 100 shares of stock,] Appeals. any time from the moment after! payments at once if a desire for 
“ hot overing property at|.ng consequently is without|No 209 October Term. 1942. the accident occurs until a mo-| these payments is evidenced by 
1A and Route 36, men-| .,,Gine to intervene and its tes conbter of Gee entate of ment before the hearing on the/the petitioner or her attorneys 
d in the will. The question! 4, the rule in Hodge vs. U. S. Caroline Fisler. deceased. fe-nenbane before a Deputy Commis-|\ho have filed a suit under the 
ret! yr not the widow 1S! Steel Corp. 64 N. J. Eq. 90, 53| aroued October 26. 1942: decided “10ner of Labor, and that the of-|Federal Employers Liability 
; both Schober gy Atl, 601 (affd.) 64 N. J. E. 807,] March 11. 1943. |fer may be made under varying} Act.’ ” 
— ee ee ” Atl. 1, where it was ranean On appeal from a decree of the i pers i Bc bare Pvc Since the ultimate test of the 
: “ a kanal sia a suit of the present character Prerogative Court advised by | iiiiian: £6 teed hi ‘h xe applicability of the statutory 
os ae must be based on ownership of| vice Ordinary Woodruff, whose | /2C#U0NS: ose In WAICA aN! limitation should be whether or 





ne, and nie ee record at the time of filing the] opinion is reported sub nom.|°ffer is made between the time 
' rtgagee were to the/+i and that ownership of| Jn re Fisler in 131 N. J. Eq. 310./9f the accident and the filing 
fect, and there was testi-| shares standing in the name of| For the appellant, Barnard Lor-|°f the answer; (2) those in 
t test ( in re- . | ic or is fer 
f a one in T€-! nother will not be sufficient to} ence: Raymond Saltzman. | which an offer is made after the 
the Schober mort- ; sala? . | case ; p ’ “ready” 
1g Schobe age ‘-| maintain the suit |For the respondent, Charles | ©45¢ has been marked “ready 
: e of them in the | wesley Keeler: Richardson a.|for hearing, and just before the 
ier (Continued on page 2, col. 1) | : taking of testimony; and (3) 


not the efforts of the attorney 
for the petitioner are the pro- 
curing cause of the offer, and 
since this will ordinarily be a 
question of fact, it does not fol- 
low that an attorney should be 

















of the case is the le vig og , einai — a —— fee todhp - 

|For the respondents, Melissa | ire amount of the award mer 
¢ ~ Ba nee “ New York Court of Appeals Keeler PR sino and Henrietta | Bergen Lawyers Back In because an offer is made re vd 
Bene ting of the| Computes Compensation of, H. Keeler, Guardian ad Litem| Factory answer. Suppose that a reason- 
maze “ound in the will, the} Employees In Armed Forces) ° =izabeth M. Keeler, Alice C.| ett able time has elapsed after the 
; prising a’ aed Keeler and Jean G. Keeler:! Twenty-five members of the!accident to permit the respond- 
— = Rag . } mm WM Charles H. Stevens. Bergen County Bar Association.|ent to determine its liability and 
tl no — _— I ~ ae — gs he The opinion of the court was|jaiq off last month from their|the amount of compensation to 
a a nae certo eee ar ee ee pi delivered by Heher, J. first jobs as war workers, are|Which the employee or his rep- 
- ths e canine Wsés sdtineuaibiaie the Now York Court We are in accord haber - back at work taking over the|lesentative may be entitled and 
: a ; San . ieeeae Of Appeals passed on compensa- conclusion of the learned Vice night shift at Charles E. Chapin|that no offer of compensation 
J a ee Ordinary that Barnard Lorence,|¢o_ manufacturers of airplane|has been made. This failure to 


mortgages. |tion due to public employees in 


lthe Armed Forces the adopted child of the testa- parts, at 253 Hackensack avenue,|make an offer may be due to 
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wMRPO2ATION—STOCK-| The Military Law (Sec, 245;|‘tix’s great grandniece, Alice) past Rutherford the fact that the respondent 
' ails IN , . «eovides| Keeler Lorence, is not entitled a etiuhidacahdl 34. , feels the accident is not com- 
LDE':S SUIT — INTER-|Cons. Laws, Chap. 36) provides der the will to share in the The lawyers, L. Stanley Ford, bl tt +} 
1 > i S i ii P K > ¢ > . ¢ t here j ( 
JOUMENTICN — In a derivative that a state or municipal officer un - P Pres ntee a for |} president of the ber association, nce or 1a | f Pos ) 
rs M2 | : ‘ st corpus in subds i : : : Se ty, 4 the fact nat 
“*t th. right to intervene|or employee on active duty in eyes et is ‘ananiel issue.” | S2id, split the shift into two cme or to , ‘ ss : 
: ‘ : lis mo = ‘ ? v -_ ° anette « cr i a om 2ve e responaen feel at 
yypgest be based upon an owner-|the Armed Forces of the United Th werd % in this behalf is parts, some working from 7 p. m.|&Ven the responce ble 1} 
-4 ( 1 N = 4a ae »NnS¢e I lS ayabDle le pre 
~ Bp of -ecord at the time of| States shall receive “such part we moment and altogether |‘ } @- ™m. and others from 1 a. m. frvanag i octagon 
PB. ‘ : well-reason n ~ "7 - ers to Keep these tho ht 
‘pe Meng bill, The ownership | of his salary or compensation as r to 7 a. m. TS WO yw 


sufficient. ; : lret and let the matter stand 
While ever controlled by the First job of the War-Working | until nme alfemative ste 

context, the word “issue” sig- maereniagys was the Watson Ele-| . tion is taken by the employer 

nifies, prima facie, “heirs of the|V4tor Company at Englewood,| 7 1 attorney. The reason 


” . ‘ -dains|Where they also worked the| 
body;” and the statute ordains h hey also rked th |seems to be immaterial for 


rs Mm Shares standing in the | such officer or employee as 
Mme 0: another will not suf- equals the excess, if any, of such 
é to aintain the suit. |salary or compensation paid to 


¢ cor;oration defends for its him for the performance of such 















ckholiers and in the ab-| duty” that an adopted child “shall not| night shift. Employment there | tiie oh Uehe dasmaale “ 

7 U U J LU 4 S . | v - yse tnl Iscussion ne 
ce of traud or bad faith the| The court held that “salary or| ), capable of taking property| ‘erminated when the company’s | eh rtant thing being whether 
ckhe ia vention is| S s such officer or] ~ a> sf irs of |COntract with the Navy depart- tegen yap ay A gggcns =: 

, pater seamen expressly limited to the heirs of| eee ee ee eee Seep or not an offer has been made 






- e j aft =) 
the body of the adopting parent ane expired. ; after the lapse of a reasonable 
Ford said the lawvers next 


or parents, nor property coming) ~ itime. Assuming that this rea- 
Ae tried wc g 2>cton, ckinson 

yee | from the collateral kindred of : ore at Becton, Dickinso |sonable time has elapsed with- 
of New Jersey. salary, but the “salary or com-|_. ser snt or parents|® Co., East Rutherford surgical a a erator 
; | ve , such adopting parent or p "Ti out an offer, suppose that the 
thur Bookman and| pensation paid to him for the Par aaa tion.” R.S.|instrument makers, but found Sees 
Book lain- | f f h duty” in by right of representation. “e they wer uited f t. Work employee engages an attorney. 
ooKman, compialn- - y in- ~ ot} j y fere suite ¥ C . 
eg rg ae he og prenggeang bs ge mag’ hese 1937, 9:3-9. The question here is al the > aio go ~agf ‘al ns The attorney may, in a friendly 
> ai Mh. « ceynoias obac- i S ry t y : ; . é < S ¢ Ss “i P p 
ar po "D f nd . id ‘4 +9 . i “ de ar cd esentially one of intent; ané exclusivel ais tains aimee manner, communicate Whh the 
ee Spee ee oe be a aren pu there is no indication whatever ois ate id. aie ” respondent’s attorney or repre- 
rsey 12 43 a res see ns = . % like in the teaheunent thes See Sane Ford a io expected to sentative prior to the filing of 
erse 16 143. : Ss 3 Ss, ‘ : . } S e - eae : 
N p cn ts: Bild neses tacminen an ~— pan re us trix designed, by the use ihe double the number of steel at the petition and after negotia- 
1, Ne Plainants: er, > i 7 y - pees ia , the yyer: : ; 

ae pon? Semerees See pe . a oe oe term “lawful issue,” to include|*' egg ae tions the respondent’s attorney 
vest #“Uiman (Charles Hershen-| ually supplied by the govern- work in the plant “within a 
‘0, of counsel). | ment. (Continued on page 3, col. 4) | short time.” (Continued on page 3, col. 1) 
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sary although per- | employee” includes the value of 
n the court’s discre-|family maintenance which he 
receives in addition to this cash 
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it does 
tervene 


fending 


not to 


tion.” 


The pet 


of all the 
it presen 
why the 
tervene. I 


to be re 


The rule under which a party 
may intervene is most clearly 
enunciated by Vice Chancellor 


tral Power & Light Co., 115 N. J 


“It may be conceded that The 
every decree against a corpor- de 
ation adversely affects the in- | 


stockholder has a right to in- 
the corporation is properly de- 


very defenses sought to be in- 
terposed by the one seeking in- 
tervention, the record ought 


cumbered by the admission of 
stockholders as parties. The 
Corporation defends for its 
stockholders and in the ab- 
sence of fraud or of bad faith| 
the stockholders’ intervention 
is not necessary, although per- | 
missible 


complainant’s ability to safe- 
guard and protect the interests 


substantial aid or help to the 
cause of the complainants or to} 
the stockholders they represent.| For respondent 
It predicates her right to inter-| 

vene upon the weak and un-|Bodine, J 
stable ground that she “had an} This appeal 
interest in this cause and desires! view a judgment in 
presented by counsel|/court in fav 





case ready 


Downs vs. Jersey Cen- 
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tervene. 


not fcllow that every 


in the suit; and where 
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be unnecessarily a 
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court. The petit 
fer to contribute to the expense” 
The petition lacks the essentials 
entitling the 


motion 


no facts to 
the judgment will be reversed. | not 
AMENDMENT —} 
submitted 


Where the 
would not sustain a cause of | 
action if an amendment were | question for the jury. Cf. Gar- 


petitioner 


to vacate 


sustain 


proof 


Supreme 


trdg. as 


and Office 
Respondents 


of Delaware 
March 17, 1943 
On appeal from 
For appellant 
Warren 
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PER ANNUM }soon as possible This 
——| Was not in writin TI 
|no typewriters delive 
}was any money paid 


igned bj 


_ NATIONAL.NEWARK BLDG. Section 4 of the U1 
. 14 Commerce St. = Newark, N. J. || Act, R.S. 46:30-10 pro 
a contract O SE I 
BUY YOUR WAR BONDS goods or chost s in act 
STAMPS AT THE value of five hundred 
“MOHAWK” upwards shall not be 
* by action unless the 


order) 


an and 
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corp. ol 


therein_and to be heard”, 
OPINIONS allegations are scant and with- 

out merit. At the time she i 
tervened (two months after pub- 
(Continued from page 1) lication of the 
sues were fully formed and the 
to be heard by 
tion does not 


the 


a District Ci 
Arthur T. Vand- 
Speakman 
Robinson 


Robinson 


eoet 
Oosts 


t the 
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typewrite 


er damag 
an eged 

of 100 Remi 
portable 
excess ol 


$3,000 
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or 


Her 


in- 


the 


r of intervention is granted. 


the act has not been complied 
with a gift of an advertising | 
cut of the product to be sold | 
does not take the case 
the statute, 
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Court. 
Edward 
“ypewriter 
Company, 
Remington 
State 


a district 
plaintiffs 
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contract 


that 
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in action so contracted 


cept part of the goods or choses} years. Since 1920 he has held|ledgement. The facts Cleay 
to be;the classified position under|close that he received hi 
sold or sold, and actually receive | Civil Service, of title searcher. during this period and ; 
the same, or give something in On September 18, 1933, he was| admitted his salary was: 
earnest to bind the contract, or| appointed supervisor of a newly| vices performed in ta 
in part payment, or unless some|created Tax Certificate Fore-| acknowledgements, as 
memorandum in writing}closure Division, in the comp-|under date of February; 
contract or sale be signed|troller’s office. He received an}to the Director, am ne ie ae 


terest of its stockholders. But) UNIFORM SALES ACT — Where| not complied with and there 


sold—which were _ typewriters. 


Since there was no compliance 
with the statute there was 
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permitted the amendment will | field vs. 
| not be allowed. 


court to 


that the complaint may show 


| 
| contract 
| writers, 


fendant 


a count 


| Judgm 


MUNICI 


The r 


there can be no recovery on st 


Paris 96 U. S. 557 
espondents request t 
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no 
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so 
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as a matter of law 
ent reversed 
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not 
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employee signs payroll sheet 


“in full payment for services 


rendered by me and for entire 


time specified in pay roll” 


he 


| waives the right to assert any 
for additional compen- 


claim 


sation. 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS — Stat- 
ute (R. S. 22:14-12) fixes t 


amount 


ledgen 
rect w 


he 


of fee for acknow- 


nents and does not di 
ho shall pay therefor. 


WAIVER—Signature to payr 
over which it appears 
ll payment for services 
rendered by me for the entire 
time specified in this pay roll” 
constitutes a waiver by em- 
ployee to claim further comp- 
ensation. 
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“in fu 
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| Michael 
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A. Castellano, Plaintiff 


vs. The City of: Newark 
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counsel 


2, 1943 


March 1 
Smith, J 
This c 


;}court W 


}iation ol 


the plain 
llaw of 


statutory 


by the 


sale cert 
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ipal coporation, Defend- 
plaintiff: Harry Philli; 


defendant Raymon 


der; Joseph A. Ward, 
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oseph L., C. C. J 


at $1.00 each 


The pl 
ber of t 
32 years 
by the ci 


oll 


ase was submitted to the 
ithout a jury, on a stipu- 

facts 
The action was brought by 
itiff, as an attorney at 
this state for alleged 
compensation claimed 
plaintiff for taking 
|acknowledgements to 11,364 tax 
ificates of the then Di 
Revenue and Finance 


aintiff has been a mem- 


he bar for more than 
and has been employed 
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ty for upwards of thirty 
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shall deliver to the purchaser a 


a sk a aw, | increase in salary d 
certificate of sale acknow- y ¢ 


assignment, that is 


by the party to be charged or|annual salary of $2,800.00. He |t 1ings, as follows: ; es 
his agent in that behalf.” signed payroll sheets during the “In the three tax <i 
to in-| The defendant contended that/entire period covered by his! our regime, I took you. 4 
the contract was for six type-| alleged claim, as follows | nowledgements, appr OXIME ona liz 
the or- . » onind : + . - ; : , 9 ye —_ 
t waste ta goog to de “Received from the City| 12,000 times for whi is 
— ut whic a ant re- Treasurer the sum hereunder| Collected 50 cents 3s 
‘ ¢ t tae C wl eS +} 
| fused to accept. The statute was placed opposite my name in| acknowledgement, &* thous cas 
full payment for services| 1 earned for the city ag. +9 
Tac 7] “tion a Fa | mately 5 for hh... 
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: ants neede t se P — alone wever ‘ 
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out of/ the statute by showing that de- _.| August 1933, to wit, 
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‘inp | acknowl Saeeeiee were taken | oe pa bé pi 
| typewriters to be sold, which < bie Gumenet ta & & S68 887.00 just $2,313.00 le 
oilm ursuan to L. ° -o} Né 
there is no jury question and | they used in an advertisement in| -” reriggents what I earned for 
et seq. which provides that the S ; ade 
a finding |a newspaper. This was a gift and officers holding the tax sale| 2cknowledgements. 
ers olding the tax sal Shia: f the 
part of the goods to be : The plaintiff hoped : a d 
| i 
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that | Sation for work he had C mS 
sees .| been paid for through reg 
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IS annué eaiadly ai 
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neck Se a 1 be | proofs in the case, { i ‘ 
t ; 7 ‘ such claim he waived it 4 “ic 
paid by the purchaser at the| Judement for defe: — 
| tax sale.” ution we 
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{took the acknowledgements as | JURY — Where there ' 
|an officer of the state authorized| proof to justify an in. . 
led aati “BBied t 
to do so and is entitled tO; of a negligent act thi. ' 
compensation under R. S. 22:4-12| cannot so charge the saan 
; ; an 
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} | . E : 
authorized to take acknowledge-| the matter. — 
ments shall receive a fee of $1.00) yaRIANCE BETWEE\ : . 
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Shall pay. It say he sero managing, operating ; 
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5 “ents for each acknowledce- - é 1 
50 cents for each acknowledge-| to find an errancy in i. . 
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y rt - + > Post f calle . Ji 
part of the 6 OF Sale. could be negligence on 
No claim was made by the the defendant 
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9, 1939 when e 
rned. he r 
is entitled : dt 
sati = 1 
ended on tl ‘ ye 
t plaintiff wa ' a 
b t F My 
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For e plaintiffs- ¢ C 
S Sadia vas . O 
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I find that the pressure of my duties as chief rationing uttor- 
ney at the Newark office of the O.P.A. requires m« irtail n 
other activities, and with considerable regret my service editor 
of the New Jersey Law Journal. I therefore ibn f t 


effective April Ist, 1943 
I thoroughly enjoyed our association and 


ate the free hand you allowed me at all times 

I shall not forget your courage and | le evera 
occasions, when although our views differed, you ide ittempt 
to exercise any form of censorship. Freedom he 
in hands of publishers like you 

I am pleased to accept your invitation ntinue m} so- 
ciation with the Law Journal as a m ro Ad Ed i 





Board 


Har! 


THE ISSUES CONFRONTING THE NEW JERSEY BAR 


One need not have the gift of prophecy t retell that ma 
changes are due to come with success he ir 
There will be changes in outlooks conce tu ms 
These changes will be far-reaching and S es dras 











They will affect th es of individuals soc i 
politically The truly world-wide nature 
the peace table a realism born of unpreced ed de i 
serrow and a determinatio he pa ) epres¢ s 
many races and nations from all ends o é I S 
such as the prese e shall never again site human 
kind. To be sure there will be 1e stand-p splendid 
isOlationists,” the proverbial os hes f ) rhese S 
alwavs \ S é reates Osta 
understan ind S s esponsibdlll tn 
the wi d and ) € eding ene i Bu d th 
importal anges VW ind inevitabls ed 
This era of change a world-wide s ( es 
i ocal rep SS In Né Jers s S 
sclerotic Sistance ) S n € Da 
to all prop dec es i i bee id\ € is 
few years to improve the bar, the courts and f 
To dat a solid l serv €e min vvyers 1 a firm! 
intrenched pol ? aided and é db dis f 
estedness of the 1]0 awvyers ive success ed 
every effort I a Vallant epi rward r ers of 
the bar to bring about some urgently needed changes which would 
enure to the benefit of the public as ll as the benc! id bar 
Three major issues have been presented to the bench and ba 





of New Jersey during the past five years and ea é e for 
of progress have been thwarted by stagna kK ers 
jealousies, political chicanery, plus an aby norance 

merits of these issues on the part of a maj« the members of 
the bar. These issues concerned (1) bar 2) judicial 
reform and (3) state constitutional revision. It is interesting t 
recall that in all of these instances opposition came from the same 
sources and was led by the same leaders. One may find room for 


a degree of understanding for the political back-lawyers who 


formed part of this opposition. There is no excuse for the negative 
position taken on all of these issues by many of the so-called 
representative leaders of the bar 

None of these proposals involve any radically new or wholly 


untried measures. The integrated bar is in successful operation in 
a growing number of states. The American Judicature Society has 
been one of its most ardent sponsors. It is designed to effectuate 
a strongly organized bar to serve the best interests of the indi- 
vidual lawyer, the courts and the public. The essential features 
of the changes proposed in the state’s judicial structure have been 
in operation in the federal and other state court systems up to 
150 years. The same may be said for the proposed constitutional 
changes. 


These efforts to bring improvements to the bench, bar and 

















Ratio Of Population To Lawyers Based On United State 
ates 
Census Of 1940, By States 
Ratio of 
No. 1 oO Popula- No. ] 
j 100,000 Laws R tion T 100,000 
Of Popu Fe Ea Of Pop 

2 Ea La r t 
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Calif 6.907 387 10,839 156 637 4N.J 531 188 
Col 1,123,296 1,454 129 772 5. Ne 535 186 
Conr 1,709,242 2,245 131 761 6. Mass 580 172 
Dela 266.505 248 93 1,074 7. Il 588 169 
|D. ¢ 662,091 4.821 727 137 8. Cal 637 156 
| Fla 1,897,414 2.739 144 692 9. Ore 687 145 
|Ga 3.123.723 2.689 86 161 10. Fl 692 144 
| Ida 524,873 521 99 1.007 11. Ok 703 142 
| Tl 7,897,241 13,422 169 588 12. Me 704 141 
| Ind 427,796 3,894 13 R08 13. Neb 738 135 
| Tow 2,538,268 2.869 113 884 14. Ohic 744 134 
| Kansa 1,801,028 2,002 111 899 15. Wa 752 132 
| Ky 2,845,627 2,661 3 1,069 16. Con: i61 131 
ile 2,363,880 1,900 8 1244 17. Co 772 129 
| Mair 847,226 800 4 1.059 18. Texas 825 121 
Md 1,821,244 3,557 195 512 19. Va 831 120 
| Ma 4,316,721 7,435 172 580 20. Mo 850 117 
| Micl 256.106 5.339 101 GR4 21. Utal 876 114 
| Mir 2.792.300 3,083 110 905 22. Ind 880 113 
IM 183,796 1,304 59 674 23. Tow 884 113 
iM }. 784,664 373 141 704 24. Ar 894 113 
Mor 59,456 658 li 850 25. Kansas 899 111 
| Net 15,834 1,782 135 738 «4026. Minn. 905 110 
| Nev 110,247 206 186 535-27. W 921 08 
IN. H $91 524 393 79 250 28. Wy 942 106 
IN. J 4.160.165 7.826 158 531 29. R. I 965 03 
iN. M 531,818 388 72 7 30. Mick 984 101 
IN. Y 479,142 21( 261 382 31. Idaho 1,007 99 
| N 571.623 443 68 470 32. S. Dak. 1,026 7 
} ) 641.935 536 8 1.197 ) V 041 8) 
( 6.907.612 ),283 134 744 4” Ma 1.059 94 
lo 6.434 322 42 703 35. Ky 1,069 } 
( 1 089.684 1.586 4 687 56. D 74 j 
P 1.900181 8.389 34 180 37. Te 1,097 91 
R. I 71 16 738 { 165 8. G 1.16 RE 
S 899.804 1¢ ' 636 ) P 1,18 84 
S 642.961 62 7 )26 40. N. Dak 1.197 8 
re 2.915.841 656 j] 07 Li 1,244 . 
‘ 6.414.824 7.768 21 825 12,.N.H. 1.250 79 
50,31 628 STE 43. Ark 1,259 79 

2 345 $1 44. W. Va. 1,296 17 

\ 2.677.177 219 831 45. N. M. 1,37 72 
W 736,191 307 2 752 16. N. ( 1.47 68 
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public educational campaign to 1 bo re- 
ision -luding judicial reform. The matter of bar integratio 
primar 1 matte r the courts and the bar. The propositio 
still has its protagonists and may be revised at any } 





f these proposals will be adopted as matters 
process. When New Jersey's sons in the 
their arduous defense democracy 


Sooner or later 





i necessary evolutionary 
armed services return 
they will be in 1 to stand for the 
opposition to the stream g democracy in their home state. A 
better world, a better state will be in the air then. Not only will 
| they have had to fight for democracy but they will find that they 
must also do a job of remodelling which, they will have every right 
| to feel, should have been done for them in their absence 
There are other matters of less consequence before the bar 
| of the state. But these three issues are of major importance. Until 
they are satisfactorily disposed of, the bar of the state cannot feel 
| that its obligations both to individual lawyers as well as the public 


| have been adequately discharged. 
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s of Cook Central 
f N. J., and Everhart 
Cleaning and Dyeing 
supra, both clearly in- 
the problem is one of 
1 of the statute in the 
tive purpose. 
ises the offer of com- 
was made prior to the 
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ut in the former case 
tory provision was held 
while in the latter case 


d to be inapplicable. 


rase “prior to any hear- 
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ing” is broad enough to cover the 
entire span of time from the in- 
stant after the accident hap- 
| pened until the moment the trial 


| ute applies to any offer of com- 
| pensation made at any time dur- 
| 


surrounding the offer, would not 
;}only defeat the legislative pur- 
|pose in most instances, but 
|might conceivably run counter 
to the policy of the law which 
encourages settlement of cases. 
| The general principle to be de- 
ducted from the foregoing and 
the legislative purpose that 
where the respondent inferent- 
ially or expressly denies that the 
petitioner is entitled to compen- 
sation—and a denial is to be in- 
ferred where the respondent is 


is 


isin i eeepc easnslienstinesliaiiiimnmveiatetimmmee bilinear eee mein 


Current Decision 





(Continued from page 3) 


able doubt of the purpose to 
exclude the descendants of any 
living stirps. Its normal and 
natural significance is that the 
grandniece’s children shall divide 
the trust corpus equally, the 
children of a deceased child to 
take their parent’s distributive 
share. This provision for repre- 
sentation of a deceased child 
constitutes a qualification of the 
antecedent term “issue”. These 
are plainly words of limitation 
of the class to the children of 
the life tenant. The design was 
a stirpital disposition. Inglis v. 
McCoy, supra; Coyle v. Coyle, 
supra; Dennis v. Dennis, supra; 
Skinner v. Boyd, 98 N. J. Eq. 55 
affirmed 100 N. J. Eq. 355; Pier- 
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stricted by the subsequent phrase 
to children;” that the “second 
use of the word ‘issue’ would, 
under.our decisions, probably be 
restricted to mean children, but 
there is no reason to believe 
thatthere was any intention to 
carry that restriction one step 
further back and require the 
first use of the word issue to be 
interpreted as meaning children 
only;” that in the case of Dennis 
v. Dennis, supra, the first takers 
“were the sons of the testator, 
while here the first takers “were 
‘the lawful issue of the life ten- 
ant’ and not her sons or her 
children;” and that a distinc- 
tion is to be made between a 
gift “to a definite person or a 
definite restricted class of per- 
sons” and “an indefinite class 
such as” in the case at hand 
“where the parent referred to 
































Lawmakers Propose Income 
Tax Ceiling 





Urge Adoption of A New Amend- 
ment to Prevent Confisca- 
tory Taxation 

Indianapolis (CCNS)—A con- 
current resolution memorializing 
Congress to place a constitution- 
al limitation of 25 per cent on 
federal income taxes has been 
adopted by the Indiana House 
of Representatives. 


The resolution urges repeal of 
the 16th amendment to the 
United States Constitution, which 
authorizes the income tax, and 
the adoption of a 22nd amend- 
ment limiting income, gift, in- 
heritance and estate taxes to a 
ceiling of 25 per cent. 
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SALE Chancery f New! « ot ‘ —_ ERT 2 te. ee 
ersey. Between Post Office Building and p> ne F's SALI - in Chancery a SHERIFF'S : SAI E In Chancery of New - — F . _ a ery 
Loan Association Liquidating Corporation, | ang jou paaadinthes. b agee -y > ong ore Betwee The H abe eh Pee, eae - oe 
. u« rar $s 4 t New Ins t complainant 4 j W a a corporation of the 
a Corporation of New Jersey, complainant, ark mplainant und Max Slif et 4 : ; . i = N, bs complainant and 
and Hedwig Company, a Corporation Of} gurindants. Fi. | , Te Ath ne . 4 — aoe | “° a. a . 
New Jersey, et als., defendants. Fi. fa., for On oe ‘ . . Segee | I ¢ = . 
sale of mortgaged premises ° = . ‘ | 
By virtue of the above stated writ . - aa : , - 
fleri facias, to me directed, 1 shall expos ; : oe re 
for saie by public vendue, at the Fue Fe - 4 
House, in Newark, on Tuesday, the thirti : rn _ : : Wy 
day of March next, at two o'clo Pr io 4 - ry ° A 
all the following tract or parcel of -- oh Re aoe 
and premises hereinafter particularly aaa . . a i 
scribed situate, lying and being i ‘ P c. . 
City of Newark, Essex County, ew J | 
Beginning at a point in the so iO BE SOLD SEPARA ¥ | 
line of Chestnut Street distant westerly rRAC ae 
hundred sixty-eight feet and nine and Fe 5 ee 9 Renee die 
half inches from the westerly line of , red . t a ‘ 
chard Street and at the northwesteriy ; veal ose, ae 
ner of land heretofore conveye to ¢ ee , « Ay 
E Munn now belonging to Williar . ; 
Johnson, said beginning point also in @ : &. ~ 
with the middle of the party be . 
the house standing on a lot reby cor - = . 
veyed and the house standing 1 th t| r — 
belonging to the said William V. Johns Be > * 
adjoining on the east; thence rt ‘ MP ~~ . - 
the westerly line of the ! ’ , ; 
and through the middle of y “ 4 ‘ 
wall south twenty-seven de r a . . 
minutes west nincty-seven f hy} ©" os - : 
to a point in the line runn . b - 
tween Chestnut and Camp f : . 7 e give 
along that in one degr 8] a ‘ > a 
twenty-seven ar west | ~ “ ee 
eighteen feet ar to a - “ - : 
easterly corner t | é and 
veyed to Caroli cel S roe 3 . 
along the easterly j : > S } 
burgh's land and a g ‘ y side of] .. ws «a . 4 a 
the house standing on the lo ry r | . it | 
veyed north twenty-seven deg it . ‘ ’ r rty 
minutes east n y-six feet ar é . ~ ° re th | 
te the said line of Chestnut Street and| Pa , . . | 
thence along the aaic line of Chestnut] * “ - 
Street south sixty-two cegrees fifteen min | Beg Py 
utes east eighteen feet and four inches| * ,- a "D : j 
to the point or place of begin i. ed ne : | 

Together with so far as said party of the - a . | 
first part can transfer the am 4 the . : cca ‘ , i] 
rights and benefita accruing to the said . 1 & "om . 
party of the first part under and by virtue} ay . : A | 
of the covenants and conditions contained| <” — . | 
in a deed given by the party of tl rst a _ | 
part to Caroline V. Stoutenburgh recorded | * . . . P 
in Deed Book X 24 for said County on] . 
pages 384, et so far as the same relates - : H 4 
to the premises conveyed and ar - > 
beneficial to the party of tl second part| ! “y-* . . 
as the owner thereof and the right to a #51.5 
such remedies at law or n juity as ar | 
appropriate in case of any breach of the] SECOND TRA 
same. | . s 

Being the same mises v at t t r 
said Georg I La ib t teed f M ' I 
Casewell H e, Sp nt Master of t Court 
of Chancery of N Jersey J 25, | mee H 

recorded ! ; i 
leratior é t-| ‘ ' 7 Ex > af an sed 
sued 4 the | ; f 4 ‘ i | ; ¢ i i t 
tr ’ ha e + . ! Ss 4 
No. 11A tnut g , lecea 
J t P ge ur mn ." 2 
at ‘ ‘ I> - f g tr + r t . 
aid t g = ; 1 - a ftor 1 
< Hundred Fort | leg 4 4 STA 4 OF r : As BZ. 4 
Dollars and Ninety-six Cent £11,645.9 EWARK ( F i. N 
together with th sts of this sa vM , os ¥ ; : 
Newark, N J Februar ? 194% S S t y tar ( ” 
CG ‘Ee HW. BRECKEI ) ul Street 525 5 ches r 
Stickel & Sol'rs $ 7 P g 92 Apr t Sout r ST Str 
LJ Mar 25 I S Charlit Street th I ster a 
, . peas rit 
) - I> . foot t West o f 
» 5 - $ 4 » Sead Nort : 
(Chancery A——487 BR ° i : al ; : ’ 
SHERIFF'S SALE—In Chancer ( New! anno” X ( F.|- : " 

Jersey Between Fidelity t Trust , + ( he ~ — 
Company, as trustee for I A. Jer ; ° Serant eo meg 
complainant and Max B r t a ! , 2 - = e ¢ Deer 
fendants. Fi fa for sa f r ! , | g s of ater oan + ment 
premises. < Z . r and ght Do rs 1 

Ry virtu stated writ firmat t sims , ‘ Teete R274) see ae 
fleri facias, I x . \ R re t st sid sed , 2 of this e ; - , 
for sale by at th ( rt GE y r at x y Cohe oe 22 142 
rome , n lay t t — | ‘ $42 f g or H RECKER. S rite 

leth ay at ¢ ’ 1 t r J r 15.9° 
P.M all t 1 . ' it Ds OUNTY NATI¢ 4 BA a oe ‘“— = _— 
land and after part \ ‘ Pr : : 7 

lar! deserib ng and t ; 

in. the City « County, % LEGAL NOTICES 

Jersey 1 8. 3 \ ~ I i ES 

Beginning in the northwesterly |! GAL NOTIC 
West End Avenue at a point ther 1 SrA —_——— —— 
tant eight hundred and twenty-fiv feet DEAR STA | 
southwesterly from the yrner formed by I PICA S a ) 
the intersection of the said sid f West TA 2 , . 

End Avenus with the southerly line of ( ee NI E ” , 

South Orang venue and running ther WHEREAS WAN S ¢ ( ty ; 

(1) north fifty degrees twenty-three min-| va . 7 Ale vH AS. It = - 

utes west one hendred feet to the west-| < : Adt . be , i eer ¢ . tk pr 

erly line of Columbia Additio ‘ , pers Bore > a . ao o. 
thence (2) south grees| | 1 ! t ‘ : A “ mine te ¢ "geraree -stee - — - aant ad t 
thirty-seven minutes we t seven feet] TRIC FIXTI MA) co ; ¥ p ne Jenosited * +} 

and fifty one-hundredths of a foot: then Oh nee tat id AMPRICA) } 

(3) south degrees mi ft t S t = on 2 thi wrat f this . - 4 
utes East one hundred sid tl it New x cans i a ee Ot ell situated ¢ > nant 
of West End Ave: ence} Stat N \ y = : er a “ae i ° Cits Newark ‘ : 
(4) along the d th “ t = , TES Wf POS | Sear Sonn - Ww 

grees thirty-sev er “ w , ew < Set yt ‘t oes MAN | gt gent ther Jee “’ ur 

aay 8 and fifty plied 14 784 BR + < ¢ , loft . r ss may be ser ] < 
to the point or Corporat ‘ Statutes ~ et ge my roe tered tle 14 

Being lot No half New J fe . = aN i 3 ' ge ee ee 2 Gentnt 
ot Wet 648 on hts| this Certifieat Mar S, 20, Apr S peg - elgg SB page Magy 
Addition, survé i Fr NOW, THEREF* ‘ | ‘ a. onal — re yn 
cisco & Barkhorn, surv s. and 1 Secretary s : N . a 7 etal \ THEREFOR I. Joseph A. Bror 
the office of the Register of Essex t Jersey I) iH Seer e ¢ Stat * + Stat e Wea 
June 24, 1895, as Map No. 465 rporat lid M February 2 1943 | - Her rt that s 

Being the same remises mnveyed ft 14 f ARLES RYAN, d ased. | r ; tt h dav Mar 
Max Ruerger and Elizabeth Buerger, his] attested r tt r f EUGENE ! » : pA ond 
wife, br the West Pnd Homestead ( f said FMANN Surrogat th ( nty tae Ee, ‘ 1 . . § 
pany by deed dated April 7, 191 tockho s t x, this a 1 th a atior aan aaeatiiadl 

Being known as No. 65 West End A he r signed, F tor of said deceased. | hace Wie ~ oat t 
nne, Newark, N. J | } s r £ t tl litors “ oe A ons a ma 

The approximat ’ t of Decr aw bit ¢t t t r - ; a - 
to be satisfied by 1 sa 3 sur | IN s r Tt at their Ss ar . 

Two Thousand Thr Hundred Forty-f hav i . 5 AS . STIMONY W 
Pollars and Seventy-six Cent $2.244.7¢ fixed . s s ad rt . ~s 
together with the costa of th sale this N \ r r rred fr 3 £ * - 
February 23, 1942 Seal) t zg me ac t the subscriber aac ° Mar 4 
EH BRECKER, Sheriff forty-tl NATIONAL STA ANK © ¢ - red 
ue & Fantks, Sol'rs $23.94 . - x ) M AT ILI Proctors fan - 
Mar. 4, 11, 18, 25 S r str 4 OPHY 
J.—Mar. 18, 25, A $12.80 | Newark, N J. r 
; J 25, Mar. 4 18, 2 a. y@ ee 
SHERIFF'S SAI rAT! _ SrA NI 

Jersey. Bet \st A DEPARTS oruar ae DEPARTMENT 
Newark, N CERTIE \ SE M. WISSIN i ! OF ‘N 

mpla ant ‘ or, 2% r r oo ~ 
defendants. 1 Qreatin {[ANN. 8 r ft . 
premises WHEREAS this i a WT EAS rs t . 

By v july aut rsiz r id s r . r 

r fa “ gs f t s her £ t r rs g ~ z niall 
Hot N lers i wl r aff 3 rs i ” that 
tietl 1 { \ A. CO , . s s NSOLIDA z E 
rM P porat s s i ania Stat > 
land and ' 5 aitnat r r i s ting : es ait i x 24 » 
described i R g 1inst subscriber New ( : 
City N i ‘ ty , re FID IN TRUST COMPAN 3 ‘ r y r se 

Reg tha , : ss s ss Pr rs » oh g . i ome thevent 
M r 3 ¢ } >» ow . 2 { Ss t “4 s 
tred t i ) t rang y J , - te 

t rit 4 - 25, Mar. 4, 11, 18, 25 “ “Saget ‘ . ‘pe tos 
R S Statutes \ | ie rs : t . Pa 
eight NOW HI | Now s 4 r 
deg S one Se e — Se netnan S ¢ Stet de 
f t lersey, Do H y Cert that ¢ state of RORERT S. WATSON, rsey, Do Her r that said 

° , r : ‘ ina & +} odien rs rat t ; ; Moar 
NS 194 . AT Geen > Pa Away . ; o of : ted ; 

St ¢ on ; * m , » t ¢ 

. , g Fx Gm e 2 ; ; @ . r jail om 
wes ¢ lore . - ™ vig > ¢} cod re k} rs r < sent r 
x uv < ex hie ¢ +) rd 4 Ss r r 

rR < e a —— > ‘ - ff r | 
wen : $ s against tt tat 1. 

rr IN TESTIM ‘ i s th six ths from tt IN \rESTIMO I 
oo 7 , ; > thes rever barred fr | ave hereto set af 
Fr s f a i r g recovering th same against} sed “ po ° on 
Dalle : this I A. D.| the subscriber this Fifth day of Mar 4. D 

5 te Sea one tac . ired §=and _ WILLIAM C. GORMLEY Seal ne thousar r ired and 
| y Stetson & Gormley, Proctors forty-three 
— > J. A. I PY ¥ South Day Street, J. A. BROPHY 
S.—M 8 17.221 L.g.--Mar- 18 hoe $ fpr Oe A » on Deoretdes of State 
: Mar: 18, 2 $12.8 Feb. 25, Mar. 4, 11, 18, 25 J.—Mar. 11, 18, 25 $12.81 
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a and one of the founders 

at New Jersey State Bar As- 
ey died at the age of 
part his me in Atlantic City 
sty rp nged illness. 

fo secretary of the At- 
rly County Bar Association 
i to 1904, and also serv- 
th as president, treasurer, 
wae rian. and as a member of 
ike ard of managers. 
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ne ERY UF NEW JERSEY 
ssi St NELSON, GEORGE E. NEL- 
and HUPE NELSON VUN 
zt 
virt f an order of the Court of 
r ew Jersey, made on the l7t 
‘ ry, 1943, in a caus 
nat ‘d ion Trust Compar 
ver d under 
oad ok Nelson an 
aaa ru fit of George E 
rv a and y 1 
‘i j appear and answer ‘the bill 
“ mI of said — ylainant on or 
M tb h day of April, next, or the 
; “ » taken as confessed against 
omplaint is filed to have the 
as jurisdiction of the trust 
b agreements made between 
¢ 1 and George E. Nelson for 
Ge +> =. Nelson, Jr. and 
Hund F made between Kose L. Nelsou 
~~ ni Tru a Company for the 
' f rge E. Nelson, Jr.; that the 
r d to the bill of t 
4 t riod from April 9. 
K allowed as . 
a n things reported ther 
1 z 5S ar or 
c incom 
ge or sale stir ] 
f assets po whic b the balance 
ICES sists, nd all matters re 
may be approved and con- 
Cour and yo Georg E 
made defendant because you 
oy of the trust; and yon, Rose 
. ade defendant because the 
rust is to be igi to ¥ 
George BE. Nelso Jr., and 
» Von Keller are made de 
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Without Consent of Owners 


New York (CCNS)—Consent of 
home owners will be necessary 


tors will not prosecute a house- 
hold search for such hoards 
even with a search warrant un- 


gators are not to enter 
to 


without 


serious violations. 

The announcement was made 
after wide newspaper publicity 
alleging investigators had under- 
taken a canned-food inquisition 
at a home in Baltimore, which 
is in Gellhorn’s district. 


DIGESTS OF RECENT 
OPINIONS 


(Continued from page 2) 


to call up a number of homes 





offices of OPA and explain their 














plied with the requests. Investi- | 








gators prevailed upon two of | Partly on the ground, her left er bol — ee 0 ll 
Ithese to visit the office, while | {foot on the lower step of the mitted the jury to speculate 
the third person later telephoned | C2" © hen the door struck her| about the matter. There was no 
me SOS: pee on the left leg, causing her to| testimony whatever of any me- 

fall, as a result of which she|Chanical errancy in the oper- 


, ee ee 
Consumers’ Suit Decision |“** “"* 











OPA Attorney Says No Investigators Can Enter Homes 


district offices in Baltimore and 
apologized for her unwillingness 


before investigators of the Office| to co-operate. it “exercise over its equip- 

of Price Administration can| After the Baltimore situation| ment.” 

enter to search for hoards Of|was “distorted in the news,” 

canned foods, it was announced|Geljhorn continued, “we sent| Comtrasted with this, the 

by Walter Gellhorn, regional] out from regional offices in New| 2¢sligence charged in the fifth 

OPA attorney here. York further instructions to|Ptasraph of the complaint is 
Furthermore, OPA investiga-| make it clear that OPA investi-|*®at the defendant “did so 


homes 
check canned-food hoards 
the consent of the own- 


less they are in possession of ers and that they are not to 
very convincing information Of] resort to the use of search war- 


rants except in extreme cases.” 


Explaining the Baltimore situ- | ——— : = -} on the negligent operation of 
ation, Gellhorn said district} OMe 2 ~ ge ego vag the door. . 
cars in Atlantic City on the day 
offices were requested to make]. : ’ oe oe 
a check and cae on differ- |i question, when all of them There is no testimony that 
ent sorts of hoarding. They were| Were @lighting from the car, she the door closed with “unusual 
apg ae ; fell and was injured. The trolley| Suddenness. The proof was un- 


car was under the sole manage- 


and check on the holdings, later . 

. wie, {Ment of the motorman who|Mman had no control over the 
comparing these figures with : : - ; 
declarations made by these con- operated it and attended to the} pening or closing of the car 

F . —" eae collection of fares as well. The|@oors once the electrical device 
sumers. Pree ‘ ; : 

i Ae Hoag : trolley car had several exitst; Was “set,” as it was in this case. 

PE SP SERENE WEN SUNN Tee ied a at plaintiff | The testimony of the plaintiff 
ed in Baltimore, according to 7 ; sa ih im Gale vie ‘heme 
the explanation, and were re-| 25 that her daughter-in-law|Was that she fell on the steps 
nia ted et ia to the district left by one exit and she fol-|of the car. It is obvious then 

2S on 0 1S t - 720% 
> y lowed, and the children left the|that her weight had not been 


; . | trolley by ano - exit. as|removed from the steps when 
canned-food holdings and their | ‘'0' bj another ms. TEet 6 she fell. The instructi 
declarations. All but three com | she was leaving the car by the) Se tel. e instruction to the 

cla S. Z ws : j , Jas wi 
* 9m door she had one foot, her right,| Jury, quoted above, was without 








this 


negligently, carelessly and reck- 
lessly manage, operate and con- 
trol its car; to wit, the door of 
the same reserved for the exit 
of the plaintiff and other pass- 
engers that without signal, 
warning or indication of any 
kind it caused the said door to 
hit, strike, close upon and 
against the body of the plain- 
tiff etc.” etc. It is therefore clear 
that the plaintiff’s claim is based 


contradicated that the motor- 


ation of the door, or any proof 








instance in its suddenness, and 
in the event that you draw 
inference you can find 
its contrivances did not meas- 
ure up to that high degree 
which the law demands that 


Bankruptcies 






































BATTISFARNO, Mary (House wee? 
72nd St., No. Bergen: vol; lia $155,- 
$30.97 assets $200 Refr. Grinssname 3 
Solr, S. I. Daitzman; 3-19 

BRANDT, Emil (Inspector) 92 Harvey St., 
New Brunswick vol; liab. $1,427.00; 
one ts $25: Refr. Weelans; Solr. H. Ratz; 

‘ i AYET, Nathan (Clothing Salesman) 29 
Yale <Ave., rv “vol: liab SS, 890.39; 
assets $100 Re fr, Schenek Solr, , 
Becker; 3-15. 

COMERFORD, John T. (Operator of Liquor 
Tavern) 262 Valley 8 5. O.: vol: Nab 
$15,607 72; assets § Refr. Schenck ; 

Solr. H, Silverman; ¢ 

DANEBERG Benj. mery & Conf 
Store) 461 E. 32nd Paterson; Vol 
liab, $2,331.00 3 $1,000 Refr. 
Grimshaw; Solr. 8S Mann; 3-19 

DENY, James A (Ac ‘ Burner) 61 
Ist St., PMiz.: vol lial. S1,486.238 assets 
$15.80; Refr. Sehenck; Solr. H. B. Hoch 
berg: 3-16 

GIBSON, Geo. A. (Bricklayer) 311 Willis 
Ave., Atlantic City: vel: liah. $3,808.50 
assets $585; Refr. Endicott; Solr. R. N 
McAllister; 3-20 

GLOBE Industrial Loan Corp, (Small Loan 
Business) 207 Market St.. Nrk.; So 
McCarter, English & Eguer 20, 

GOTTEFRIED, Wn 8. (¢ Man) 9201 
Hudson Blvd. No I vol; lial 
$5,321.52; assets S100 t Grimshaw 
Solr. in & S 3-16 H 

HERBERT, Abraham H. (Jail Gu ard) 116 
2nd St., Lakewood: vol: liab, 817,321.13; 
issets $475 Refr. Weelans; Solr R. A. 
Lederer ; 3-20 

HORWITZ, David (Salesman) 36 Ball Ter., 
Mplwd,: vol: liab $11,339 issets 
none; Refr. Schenck; Solr. S. 8S. Silver; 
3-18. 

HUNTER, Herbert F. Sr. (Anti-Knock 
Operator) TOS mae 9 Av Paulsboro ; 
+ liab. $3 assets S155 Refr. 

skill; Solr. fF cane ‘ld: 1%, 

reR 1G AN, Ellen M. (Housewife) 8 Wash- 
ington Ter. E. O.: vol; liab. $14,612.77 
assets $200: Ref Schenck Solr, 
Mande Ibaum ; 15 

JOYCE, Harriet J (Tavern Keeper) 1170 
Cumbermed Rd., Palisade vol; liab, 
$19,773.67 assets $5,605: Refr. Grim 
shaw Solr. BE. Weitz; 3-15. 

KAYE, Hannah J. (Housewife) 133) Shep 
hurd Ave.,, Nrk vol:  liab. 3,139, 
pe FLL Refr Schenck; Solr 1» 

Sobker b-15 

KL. bk MM, Hu urry A. R. (Car Salesman) 49 

* Rd K stherto rd vol liab, S15 
assets 200 +g fr Grimshaw ; 
Solr. ¢ s avaiag 3 3-15 

seh rn Wm (Taile ray 15 
N1 vol liab. $4,479 i 

henck; Solr, D. | 

- Tk ARI f. lL, Marie B. (Stac k 
Belleville Ave Bifld. vol ° 
O83 .52 asset S421 Refr Schenck ; 
Solr. M. Rubin 1G 

SCH pric Max (Hotel 
Operator) Hohokus vol 
217.97 sets S150 Ref 

olt Besse n & Applesate " 

SOR ANNO, Jo (Manager of mstruetion) 
32 Evergreen Ave Morristown: vol; 
wie Be. 874.90: assets none Refr. Grim 

W Solr. Hy. Silverste 5-16 
sul TCCTARINT, Nicholas (Carpenter) 276 
merwood Mifld.;: vol lial S120 
i $370; Refr. Schenck; Soir 

R. Ss. 

ZARRARA Dou ne (Candy Maker) 485 No. 
3th St., Nrk ol lial $1,654 assets 
STOO Refer Schene Solr LB Mindes; 
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| of normal manner of its oper- 
he fe © ‘ » acti- P TRY TrAOw sRITy? 
Rouses Judges’ Interest | The defendant adduc ed testi-| ation except from the defendant ANNOUNCEMENT 
;mony that one of the small and no testimony to justify the a 
San Francisco, (CCNS) Re- | Boys “ducked” under the railing! inference that on this occasion| Richard Riddle Fisher former- 
cent decision of Superior Judge | of the exit by which the plaintiff it closed in any but the normal|ly with Lindabury, Depue and 
| Clarence Hanson, at Los Angeles,| “5 leaving, bumped into her! manner. Faulks, announces his associa- 
in which he held that state and caused her to fall and that ; ; tion with Donald B. Jones at 744 
oe the door at no time collided} The complaint charged neglig-| proaq st.. Newark 
courts are without jurisdiction ee ie 2 ‘ ‘amie 2 ; merge er 
‘ with the plaintiff. ence in general terms in man- 
> Oy ee ee See ae aging, operating and controlling 
; as 5» c 5 al » 
clymers s1it rat may > h "20 } are ; oO c 
sumer: suits that may be| The three boys, in rebuttal, the door. The charge, as chal- MEXICAN LAWYER 
| brought for violation of OPA | denied these facts and their) jenged, permitted the jury to Registered with Meaican Consulate 
price ceilings, is attracting in-| testimony was that they left by fj : 
| # VeSstuMOny Was Uile J » “Y| find negligence on the part of 
| terest throughout the state. |}another exit. | the motorman in closing the LORENZO J. ROEL 
Manv other California coi rts | ne ee ae y : 149 BROADWAY, NEW YORE 
la orduumupteuinn G Or eee | door or an errancy in the device ’ 
are said to be refusing to hear| The defendant showed that : 
seepage easier: “ig | the opening and closing of the for closing the door which could BArclay 71-47% 
these cases, in which the con-|-~ iaslibisictee Arse _ : : ‘ 
umer may ask for three times|@00rs Was not done by manual | be negligence on the part of the 
sum may aSkK I tnree times |; : 2 | fends r re TT 4 - 
the amount of the overcharge or| OPeration, but by an electrica) | defendant. There was no proof 
vil aill ALLY 4 i dV aise i | : . > 7 , citi 
: aise device: that the device had been | t9 Support the latter proposition 
“’ a teen ~ inspected shortly prior to and | and therefore it was error to MEXICAN ATTORNEY 
Judge Hanson held the law to} “"**~* ; ae ees S » fury ‘ . Registered with Mewican Consulate 
be that a court will not enforce| Smortly after, the accident and instruct the jury that they Graduate U. 3. Law School 
dD tnat a ju Wlli not nior ae eae al ,|Imight find the defendant an- Mexican Immigration Cases 
1 penalty imposed by another| Were Operating properly. The : ° . 
2 . tgs ti ‘Th ° im ay doors were controlled by an swerable in negligence for it. Luis Rojas de la Torre 
sovereignt he recovery in # peli PP cigs : ‘ 
x slectric Abby nN W ic} lS Sse sp ai . . . 
these consumers’ suits, main- | Cectric current which is “set Reversed and a venire de novo as po vay Bill 2-018 P 
ed not measured by the by the motor turning a switch! sowed MUrray Hi tna 
: ner ” ti Pangea iy sacs i front of the car and so elicidaiaiacaiaiaenmacuatateianiannad 
“ tonne na : ‘ne “y ‘ ‘ arranged that when the passen- — = 
he must sue for $5 that is : | 
sreater than three times the| 2°" SPS from the floor of the | 
nan jtmree times the| Car to the frst step of the extsill TL AW PRINTERS | 
yes, and hen S appar- 
t the prc i( Rigg ch the door opens, and does not | 
at tne provision itor sucn ‘ - ‘ ‘ : ; ; 
suits is penal rather than rem- close so long as a certain press- Specialists 
— ; . - |ure is exerted on the bottom |} CASES AND BRIEFS ON APPEAL 
Judge He ‘ aia ti step. When the _  passenger’s|{j 
Judge anson also held that ; 
rp .. | weigh is removed from the|/}| ‘ ~ oO if a 
ce recovery of an attorney's| *© ee ae ee ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 
; 5 ,,| bottom car-step the door closes pi) , ee 
ee also provided, a small ee conds } New Jersey Division of 
aims court whose jurisdict gai peibegvas |) PANDICK PRESS, INC 
tc limited + 5) can not y re The ourt harged the ir . —_ perpege Ts 
— a 2 ee See SOS aie ; -73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK, N. J 
ain such an action. You may infer, if you so TeLePpHONE MARKET 3-4994 
In order to determine what “hoose aside from the 
shall be done here, a three-judge! active f of the motorman, — 
Municipal Court heard a group the clo: of this mechani- 
f these cases and invited OPA al oper rated do or in this A N A P P R A I S A L 
sel to file briefs. that the company’s care over sa 5 6 
Is More Than a “Piece of Paper” 
Any layman can glance at a property and write on a piece of 
paper his guess as to its value. Institutions, trustees and 
investors owe it to themselves and their clients to investigate , 
the background of the appraisers they employ. | 
~ 4 | 
Sales - Rentals - Appraisals || MAX EPSTEIN 
GREY HIGBIE, INC. M.A.I. 
: es : APPRAISER - REALTOR 
REAL ESTATE Montauk Theatre Building, Passaic 
< > i PAssaic 2-2100 
WE ARE EQUIPPED TO RENDER YOU QUICK, EFFICIENT 28 Park Pl., Morristown, N. J. Confidential Realty Service 
SERVICE Off ALL YOUR PHOTOSTAT REQUIREMENTS Tel. MOrristown 4-3000 Jersey City Office: 900 Bergen Ava 
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COURT AND MOTION CALENDAR 




















HIGH NO. HIGH NO. 
COUNTY COURT JUDGE CLERK WEEKLY DAILY MOTION DAYS COUNTY CLERK SHERIFF 
_ CALL CALL 
Atlantic Sup. ‘and ‘Cir. Hon. Albert E. Burling William A. Blair Trials in progress Every Friday William A Blair Dr. J. E. Carn ack 
Bergen Sup. and Cir. Hon. Robert H. Davidson : Eugene H. Jorel 205 111 April 16th James W. Mercer Robert S. Tipp 1g 
Com. Pleas Hon. Walter W. Weber Fred Hillers 110 83 April 16th 
Camden Sup. and Cir. Hon. V. Claude Palmer Joseph E. . Halpin 87 29 Every Friday Frank J. Suttill Joh hn F. Gorm 
Essex Sup. and Cir. Hon. William A. "Smith i John “FO O’Brien Russ C. Geass George H_ Be = 
Hon. Joseph L. Smith Arthur M. Goldbaum 
: Hon. Edwin C. Caffrey Anthony Gmeiner 1193 977 
Com Pleas ___|Hon. Walter D. Van Riper James Fox 260 224 Every Friday 
Hudson ‘Sup. and Cir. Hon pron E atone. Jr. 7 Louis De Forge 315 223 Every Friday Wilham H. Gilfert Wm. J. McGox m 
Hon, Thomas H. Brown Thomas J. Gillen 138 135 
3 Hon. Thomas Brown Be » Frid 
Com. Pleas Hon. Lewis B. Bastnead Joseph Kelly 338 240 Every Friday 
Hon, Paul J. Duffy 
Mercer Sup. and Cir. Hon. A. Dayton Oliphant Chas. P. Hutchinson by Judge P ai S Chas. P. Hutchinson Mark O. Kimt rlin 
Mi Cc on. — ‘on Oliphan Tse . iia a aon : ae ae - 
Middlesex Sup. and Cir. Flo a. Dagon Otis ant William J. White Fridays a Elizabeth Edward J. Patten William A. All-air 
__ Hon. Kiemmer Kaltelssen Aldona Appleton very Friday 
Monmouth Sup. and Cir. Hon. Robert V. Kinkead William Ulrich 245 240 Friday, April 2nd J. Russell Woolley John T. Lawl 
Com. Pleas _ Hon John C. Giordano 428 403 Every Thur. at 1 P. M. 
Passaic Sup. and Cir. Hon. Joneph G. wees Seu! Lippman a 272 128 Every Friday Lloyd B. Marsh Wm. J. Hanna 
r eo ° Je 1¢ nar 
Com. Pleas a lon C. Summers 52 39 Every Friday 
Union Sup. and Cir. Hon. Frank L. Cleary Assignment Clerk, 220 91 Henry G. Nulton Charles E. Ay-es 
Com. Pleas Walter L. Hetfie:d, Ill John D. McCarthy 120 47 Every Friday 5 











































































NOTES 


COURT 


Atlantic County 


Justice Frederick R. Colie will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Monday, April 12th, at Atlantic 
City. 


Bergen County 


Justice Joseph L. Bodine will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 





Tuesday, April 6th at the Court 
House, Hackensack, at 10:30) 
A.M 


Burlington County 

Justice Joseph B. Perskie will | 
hear Supreme Court motions be-| 
tween the hours of 9:30 A. M. | 
and 12:00 noon at his chambers, | 
Atiantic City on Saturday, April | 
3rd. 





| 





| 


CLASSIFIED | 


RATE: Thirty cents per agate 

line. Count six words to line 

PHONE — MI 2-4362 or send 
your copy to 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL 
24 Edison Place, Newark, N. J. 











SERVICES FOR LAWYERS _ 





GENERAL PRACTICBD 


ATTORNEY, 
N.¥. Ree 2-377) 


Philip G aelfand, 270 Bway. 





& HOUR CONSULTANTS, Robinsor 


WAGE 
31 Clinton St., Nwk., MA 3-5000 


& Morris, 





Camden County 


Justice Ralph W. E. Donges 
will hear Supreme Court motions 
on Tuesday, April 13th, at the 
Court House Annex, Camden. 


Cape May County 
Justice Frederick R. Colie will 


hear Supreme Court motions on 
Monday, April 12th, at Atlantic 
| City. 


Cumberland County 


Justice Frederick R. Colie will 


|hear Supreme Court motions on 


Monday, 12th, at Atlantic 


City. 


April 


Essex County 


Justice Charles W. Parker will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 


|Saturday, March 27th, at the 
Court House, Newark at 9:30 
|}A. M. 


Ex-parte matters may be sent 
with stamped self-addressed en- 
velope direct to Justice Charles 


W. Parker, 19 South St., Morris- 
town. 
Contested matters may be 


listed in advance with Saul H. 
Kirschbaum, official stenogra- 
pher. 





When I[n Trenton... 





DINE AT THE 


BEVERLY 


Dining Room and 
Cocktail Lounge 


13 NO. WARREN STREET 
TRENTON, N. J. 


Complete Luncheons .50 & up 


Complete Dinner ... .65 & up 








HOTEL HILDEBRECHT 


West State & Chancery Lane 
250 Rooms - Each With Bath 


KNOWN FOR GOOD FOOD 


DANCING AND FLOOR SHOW 
NITELY IN THE GRILLE 
TRENTON’S FINEST SUPPER 
CLUB 


ROBERT McPHERSON 
Managing Director 























250 Rooms 250 Baths from $2.50 
WE OPERATE .. 


Main Dining Roum 


MODERATE 
L. W. OTERSTOCK, Manager 


When In Trenton, New Jersey 
THE STACY-TRENT 
HOTEL 


RADIO IN EVERY ROOM 


Coffee Shoppe 
Nymph Room 
(Tap Room) 


PRICES... 
QUICK SERVICE 


Gloucester County 
Justice Ralph W. E. Donges 


Hudson County 


Chief Justice Thomas J. Bro- 
gan will hear Supreme Court mo- 
tions Saturday, April 3rd, 


Mercer Sounty 

Justice Newton H. Porter will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Monday, April Sth. at’ the 
State House Amnex, Trenton, 
Room 445, at 10 A. M. 

All matters which can be at- 
tended to by mail may be sent to 
his Chambers at 46 Church St., 
Montclair. 


Middlesex County 
Justice Clarence E. Case will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 
Saturday, April 3rd, at the 
Court House, Elizabeth, at 9:30 
A. M. 
Monmouth County 
Justice Josepn B. Perskie will 
hear Supreme Court motions 
between the heurs of 9:30 A.M. 
and 12:00 noon at his Champers, 
Atlantic City on Saturday, April 
3rd. 
Morris County 


Justice Joseph L. Bodine will 
hear Supreme Court motions on 


Tuesday, April 6th at the Court 
House, Hackensack, at 10:30 
A. M. 





| 
| 
| 
| Saturday, 
| 
| 
| 











Ocean County 
Justice Joseph B. Perskle will 


on Tuesday, April 13th, at the| Tuesday, April 6th at the Court| ,,/ 
Camden. |House, Hackensack, at 10:30 Es 
| A. M. 
| 


State House 
Room 445 at 10 A. M. 


tended to by mail may be sent to 
his Chambers at 46 Church St.,| 
Montclair. 


Somerset County 
Justice Joseph L. Bodine will[f 


Sussex County 
Justice Harry Heher will hear 





™ ' ae Supreme Court motions on} pi. 
en 7 page House, Jersey City, Saturday, April 3rd, at the} | 
: Pius Court House, Paterson. 
Hunterdon County ae 
Justice Newton H. Porter will Union County 
hear Supreme Court motions on Justice Clarence E. Case will | 


Monday, April <th, at the|hear Supreme Court motions on| ,, 

State House Annex, Trenton Saturday, April 3rd, at the}! 

Room 445, at 10 A M. Court House, Elizabeth, at 9:30 
A. M. 


Warren County 
Justice Newton H. Porter will 


hear Supreme Court motions on | , 
Mc nday, 


April 65th, at the | 


SURROGATES NO’ 


will hear Supreme Court motions} hear Supreme Court motions on| ...,, 








Annex, Trenton, | 


All matters which can be at- 





MAX BLAU & SON 
PRICI 
101 Branford P1., 
__ Telephone MArket 2-47 


— gl 


Office Furniture 


SEE 


1LITY 
Newark, 
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Mitchell 2-7875 





INSURANCE 


LAWYERS TITLE GUARANTY COMPAN 
OF NEW JERSEY 


A New Jersey Corporation—ORGANIZED 1927—Serving New — erse! 


NEWARK N. 


Rates on Req est 














| near Supreme Court motions 
| between the hours of 9:30 A. M. 
and 12:00 noon, at his Chambers, 
| Atlantic City on Saturday, April 
| 3rd. | 
Passaic County 

Justice Harry Heher will hear | 
Supreme Court motions on| 
April 3rd, at the | 
Court House, Paterson. | 





Saiem County 

Justice Frederick R. Colie will | 
| hear Supreme Court motions on 
| Monday, April 12th, at Atlantic 
| City. | 
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U. S. Pat. Off. records searched / 
for ANY Invention or Trade Mark 

























Your Old Aims ia Res Collectable 


More People are now working than ever before. Thi: 
opportunity to clean up your old judgments. 
located and judgments collected as low as 10% 


stable’s fees. No collection—No Charges. 


WILLIAM J. RiLEY, 


is 
nda 
5 C 


De 


¥ 


Constable 


153 Western Pkwy, Irvington, N. J. 


WE COVBR THE 


STATB OF NEW JERSEY 











EXPERT LAW PRINTERS 


We are ready to RUSH your BRIEFS 


Send or mail copy to New York office 
or call for messenger 


130 CEDAR STREET, NEW YORK 


REctor 2-2544 


DAY OR NIGHT 





THE 


OURT 


OF NEw JERSEY 
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